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DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY v.
DAWN FRITZELL ET AL.

The petition by the defendant Clifford D. Fritzell III
for certification to appeal from the Appellate Court, 185
Conn. App. 777 (AC 38555), is denied.

ECKER, J., did not participate in the consideration
of or decision on this petition.

Clifford D. Fritzell III, self-represented, in support
of the petition.

Victoria L. Forcella, in opposition.

Decided January 23, 2019

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. CHRISTOPHER
M. SPRING

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 186 Conn. App. 197 (AC
39628), is granted, limited to the following issues:

‘‘1. Did the Appellate Court properly uphold the trial
court’s determination that the state met its burden of
proving that the defendant’s statement obtained during
a custodial interrogation, which was not recorded in
accordance with General Statutes § 54-1o, was nonethe-
less admissible pursuant to the provisions of General
Statutes § 54-1o (h)?
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‘‘2. Should this court exercise its supervisory author-
ity over the administration of justice to require that,
when a custodial interrogation subject to the provisions
of General Statutes § 54-1o, is not recorded in accor-
dance with that statute, a jury be instructed that it
may consider the noncompliance with the recording
requirement in determining the weight to accord a state-
ment that is the product of the unrecorded custodial
interrogation?’’

ROBINSON, C. J., did not participate in the consider-
ation of or decision on this petition.

Timothy H. Everett, assigned counsel, in support of
the petition.

Matthew A. Weiner, assistant state’s attorney, in
opposition.

Decided January 23, 2019

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. MICHAEL J. MARSALA

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 186 Conn. App. 1 (AC 40071),
is granted, limited to the following issue:

‘‘Did the Appellate Court properly conclude that the
defendant was not entitled to an instruction on the
infraction of simple trespass as a lesser included offense
of criminal trespass in the first degree?’’

Laila M. G. Haswell, senior assistant public defender,
in support of the petition.

Timothy F. Costello, assistant state’s attorney, in
opposition.

Decided January 23, 2019
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. DARIUS ARMADORE

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 186 Conn. App. 140 (AC
40481), is granted, limited to the following issues:

‘‘1. Did the Appellate Court properly deny the defen-
dant’s motion to file a late motion for rectification and
the defendant’s motion for permission to file a supple-
mental brief, which would have allowed the defendant
to present an issue before the Appellate Court that
the defendant claims is controlled by the retroactive
application of Carpenter v. United States, U.S. ,
138 S. Ct. 2206, 201 L. Ed. 2d 507 (2018)?

‘‘2. Did the Appellate Court properly decline to review
the defendant’s evidentiary claim on the basis that it
was not properly preserved?’’

ROBINSON, C. J., did not participate in the consider-
ation of or decision on this petition.

Matthew C. Eagan, assigned counsel, and Emily
Graner Sexton, assigned counsel, in support of the
petition.

Paul J. Narducci, senior assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided January 23, 2019

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. FREDERICK M. DAVIS

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 186 Conn. App. 385 (AC
40694), is denied.

Robert J. McKay, assigned counsel, in support of
the petition.

Brett R. Aiello, special deputy assistant state’s attor-
ney, in opposition.

Decided January 23, 2019
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KATHLEEN MCQUEENEY v. STEPHEN PENNY

The plaintiff’s petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court, 186 Conn. App. 902 (AC 40841),
is denied.

Jonathan A. Cantor, in support of the petition.

Decided January 23, 2019

IN RE AMANDA L.

The petition by the respondent mother and father for
certification to appeal from the Appellate Court (AC
41626) is denied.

D’AURIA and KAHN, Js., did not participate in the
consideration of or decision on this petition.

Kimberly A.-L. and Anthony L., self-represented, in
support of the petition.

John E. Tucker, assistant attorney general, in oppo-
sition.

Decided January 23, 2019

IN RE AMANDA L.

The petition by the respondent mother and father for
certification to appeal from the Appellate Court (AC
41626) is denied.

D’AURIA and KAHN, Js., did not participate in the
consideration of or decision on this petition.

Kimberly A.-L. and Anthony L., self-represented, in
support of the petition.

John E. Tucker, assistant attorney general, in oppo-
sition.

Decided January 23, 2019
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BAC HOME LOANS SERVICING, L.P. v.
SANDRA LEE ET AL.

The petition by the defendants Sandra Lee and
Michael Dauria for certification to appeal from the
Appellate Court (AC 41977) is denied.

John L. Giulietti, in support of the petition.

Benjamin T. Staskiewicz, in opposition.

Decided January 23, 2019

BAC HOME LOANS SERVICING, L.P. v.
SANDRA LEE ET AL.

The petition by the defendants Sandra Lee and
Michael Dauria for certification to appeal from the
Appellate Court (AC 41977) is denied.

John L. Giulietti, in support of the petition.

Benjamin T. Staskiewicz, in opposition.

Decided January 23, 2019


